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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) The invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1 ,2,5-8,1 1 ,12,14,24,25,27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Lu '420. 

Considering claim 1 , Lu discloses a remote control device comprising, a) a housing 
sized to be held in the hand of a user during operation of the remote control device (see 
fig 1 ); b) a gyroscopic sensor integrated with the housing and configured to produce a 
signal in response t an angular motion about a single reference axis (see col 3, lines 24- 
30 and col 6, lines 36-39); c) input parameter to be controlled being responsive to the 
signal produced by the gyroscopic sensor with the gyroscopic sensor is activated (see 
col 3, lines 40-46 and col 5, lines 39-47). 

Considering claim 2, Lu discloses the limitation of this claim (see col 5, lines 49-59 and 
col 6, lines 12-15). 
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Considering claims 5-7, Lu discloses the limitations of these claims (see col 3, lines 16- 
30). 

Considering claim 8, Lu discloses the limitation of this claim (see col 5, lines 39-48). 

Considering claim 1 1, Lu discloses the limitation of this claim (see col 4, lines 12-19). 

Considering claim 12, Lu discloses the limitation of this claim (see col 4, lines 12-16). 

Considering claim 14, the limitations of this claim is interpreted and rejected as stated in 
claims 1 and 8. 

Considering claim 24, Lu discloses the limitation of this claim (see col 5, lines 3-10). 

Considering claim 25, the limitations of this claim is interpreted and rejected as stated in 
claims 1 and 8. 

Considering claim 27, the limitation of this claim is interpreted and rejected as stated in 
claim 11. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
inventbn was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 3,4,13,15-17,22,23,26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lu '420 as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Pahlavan 
'065. 

Considering claim 3, Lu does not specifically recite an activation input Integrated with 
the housing and configured such that the user presses and holds down the activation 
input to activate the gyroscopic sensor. Lu does discloses in col 5, lines 49-59 and col 
6, lines 12-15 his device can be used to function as a mouse and it can be used as an 
on-screen cursor controller. This suggests the Lu device would have buttons and the 
buttons are pressed and held because in a "click and drag" operation of a mouse a 
button is usually held. Pahlavan teaches a remote control device having buttons and the 
activation of a button activates the motion detection circuitry. Pahlavan teaches the 
remote device can be used as a mouse and to perform the "click and drag" function of a 
mouse the buttons are held and holding a number 3 button activates the gyro sensor, 
(see abstract and paragraph [0026-0027]. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the are to modify the control device of Lu to activate the gyro sensor 
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with a button as taught by Pahlavan because both references are concern with use of a 
gyro sensor in a remote control device to detect movement of the device. 

Considering daim 4, the limitation of this claim is interpreted and rejected as stated in 
claim 3. 

Considering claim 13, Lu does not specifically recite the control signal of his remote 
control device is a radio signal. Lu teaches the transmission of an IR output signal. 
Pahlavan teaches the use of a gyroscopic sensor remote control device, which outputs 
a radio control signal see paragraphs [0026 and 0033]. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would readily recognize the use of a radio signal is an alterative type of signal used in 
controlling a remote device. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to transmit a radio signal as the control signal of the Lu device as taught 
by Pahlavan because a radio control signal is a known alterative method of transmitting 
a remote control command signal. 

Considering claims 15-17, Lu does not specifically recite a step of deactivating the 
gyroscopic sensor. Lu discloses the use of a gyroscopic sensor in his remote control 
device. Examiner referees applicant to statements presented in claim 3. One of ordinary 
skill in the art would readily recognize if a button is pressed to activate the gyroscopic 
sensor as taught by Pahlavan and the button is released this would deactivate the 
gyroscopic sensor. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
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art to use the gyroscopic sensor activation method of Pahlavan in the remote control 
device of Lu because Lu discloses the desire to use a gyroscopic sensor in his remote 
control device. 

Considering claim 22, the limitation of this claim is interpreted and rejected as stated in 
claim 3. 

Considering claim 23, the limitation of this claim is interpreted and rejected as stated in 
claim 4. 

Considering claim 26, the limitation of this claim is interpreted and rejected as stated In 
claim 15. 

5. Claims 9,10,18,19,28-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lu '420. 

Considering claim 9, Lu does not specifically recite the input parameter to be controlled 
is a scan function. Lu discloses in col 6, lines 25-36 the use of his device to control a 
plurality of remote control applications and other parameters can be controlled. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would readily recognize the scan function of a DVD would be 
within the scope of the Lu system because Lu discloses he use of his device to control a 
plurality of remote control applications and other parameters can be controlled. 
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Considering claim 10, Lu does not specifically recite the input parameter to be 
controlled is a time search function. However, one of ordinary skill In the art would 
readily recognize a time search function is a function associated with a DVD. 
Obviousness Is as stated In claim 9. 

Considering claim 18, Lu does not specifically recite selecting an input parameter by 
pressing a button corresponding to the parameter to be controlled. One of ordinary skill 
in the art readily recognizes remote control devices have device and function buttons, 
selecting an input parameter by pressing a button coresponding to the parameter to be 
controlled is well known In the art. Lu shows a remote control device with numerical 
button and other buttons (104). These other buttons must have a purpose such as being 
device or function buttons. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art selecting an input parameter by pressing a button con-esponding to the 
parameter to be controlled is within the scope of the Lu device because the plurality of 
buttons on the Lu device and device and function buttons are well known items on a 
remote control device. 

Considering claim 19, Lu does not specifically recite selecting an input parameter 
comprises pressing a button and the parameter is displayed on a graphical user 
interface. One of ordinary skill in the art readily recognizes parameters to be controlled 
are displayed on a graphic user interface (i.e. a TV screen). Therefore, it would have 
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been obvious to one of ordinary sl<ill in tlie art the displaying of selected input 
parameters is within the scope of the Lu system because channel number and a 
progressive bar graph for volume is shown on the screen of a TV and is well known in 
the art. 

Considering claim 28, the limitations of this claim is interpreted and rejected as stated in 
claims 1 and 19. 

Considering claim 29, the limitation of this claim is interpreted and rejected as stated in 
claim 19. 

Considering claim 30, the limitation of this claim is interpreted and rejected as stated in 
claim 8. 

Considering claims 31-33, the limitations of these claims are interpreted and rejected as 
stated in claim 9. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 20,21 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 
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7. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: with respect to claim 20 the prior art of record fails to teach or suggest, in the 
environment of a remote control device having a gyroscopic sensor and selecting an 
input parameter comprises enunciating a voice command to identify the input parameter 
on an audio menu. With respect to claim 21 the prior art of record fails to teach or 
suggest, selecting an input parameter comprising pressing at least one input device 
until the electronic device enunciates the input parameter. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Shearer et al '351, Stefanik '801, Gordon '945, Brown '556 and 
Tillgren et al '706. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Examiner 
Timothy Edwards at telephone number (571 ) 272-3067. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday-Thursday, 8:00 a.m.-6:00 p.m. The examiner cannot be reached on 
Fridays. 

If attempt to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Horabik, can be reached at (571 ) 272-3068. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-4700, Mon- 
Fri., 8:30 a.m.-5:00 p.m. 
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Any response to this action sinould be fax to: 

(571 ) 273-8300 (for formal communications intended for entry). 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http:/pair-direct.uspto.gov or contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




